Exemption No. 6625

UNITED STATESOF AMERICA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION
RENTON, WASHINGTON 98055-4056

In the matter of the petition of
LifePort, Inc. Regulatory Docket No. 28834

for an exemption from 14 CFR 88 25.562
and 25.785(b)

GRANT OF EXEMPTION

By letters dated February 4 and 24, 1997, Don Bechtold, Director of Engineering, LifePort,
Inc., 12808 N.E. 95th . Vancouver, WA 98682, petitioned for an exemption from 14 CFR
88 25.562 and 25.785(b) to the extent necessary to permit certification of medical stretchers
for transport of persons whose medica condition dictates such accommodetion. The exemption
isfor ingalation on Cessna 750 series airplanes.

Section of the FAR affected:

Section 25.785(b) (Section 25.785(a) at Amendment 25-64) requires that each seet,
berth, safety belt, harness, and adjacent part of the airplane a each station designated
as occupiable during takeoff and landing must be designed so that a person making
proper use of those facilities will not suffer serious injury in an emergency landing asa
result of inertia forces specified in 88 25.561 and 25.562.

Section 25.562 specifies dynamic test conditions for quadification of occupant injury
criteria, aswell as gtructurd retention criteria.
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The petitioner's supportive information is as follows:

“LifePort, Inc. hereby petitions for an exemption from 25.562 and part of 25.785(b) of
the Federd Aviation Regulations (FAR) to the extent necessary to permit certification of
medica dretchers for transport of persons whose medical condition dictates such
accommodations. The exemption is for ingdling the LifePort PLUS and AeroSed
gystem in the CessnaModd 750 (Citation X).”

“LifePort owns supplementa type certificates (STC's) for the PLUS and AeroSled for
numerous part 25, 23, 27 and 29 arcraft. The certification requirements for those
arcraft have resulted in good service history with no adverse experience. No stretcher
ingtdlations have been shown to meet the dynamic criteria FAR parts 23, 27, and 29
specificaly exclude litters from the dynamic criteria

“LifePort notes that the esimated cost of demondrating compliance is quite high
consdering the limited number of unites for which the cost could be amortized. Since
none have been shown to comply with the dynamic test criteria, stretchers can not
currently be used on arplanes whose type cetificate bass includes the dynamic
requirements. In this case, a person who needs to travel for essential medical care can
ether charter an arplane, a 5 to 10 times the cost of a commercid ticket, or if the cost
is prohibitive, fall to receive the needed trestment (the consequences of which may be
fad). Another dternative would be flying an dternate route on an arcraft whose cert
basis that does not require dynamic testing. This would offer no increase in safety and
may not be available”

“LifePort feds that granting the petition would be in the public interet for the following
reasons.

(1) The exemption would relieve an economic burden on a segment of the traveing
public dready deding with adversty,

(2) Thelevd of safety that would be provided is an acceptable level of safety given the
limited usage and exposure of the stretcher,

(3) Compliance with the dynamic test requirements would be difficult at best, and very
expendve, while returning a margind safety benefit. In addition, section 25.562 is
written for seats and would not be easily applied to alitter.”

LifePort also requested that the FAA waive publication and public comment, based on
the fact that they had worked on their project in good faith for some months and were
not made aware of the need for an exemption until February 4, 1997. The project is
scheduled for completion in mid-May.



A summary of the petitioner's February 24, 1997, petition was published in the Federal Regigter
on March 21, 1997 (62 FR 13730). No comments were received.

The Federal Aviation Administration's analyss/summary isasfollows:

The FAA agrees that stretchers for medica use were not considered in the context of
the dynamic test requirements of § 25.562 when the regulation was devel oped.
Occupancy of other berths during takeoff and landing for ambulatory persons was not
considered feasible under the conditions of § 25.562; and for the purposes of
compliance, stretchers are considered “berths.” The FAA acknowledges that 14 CFR
Part 25 differs from other aircraft regulatory standards in this regard.

The FAA agreesthat demonstrating compliance with the requirements of § 25.562
would be very difficult, and gpplicability of the existing passfall criteriato these
indalationsis questionable.

The FAA has aso consdered the cost implications and the overal benefits resulting
from usage of the stretchers. If apersonisforced to charter an airplane, when carriage
by commercia carrier would have otherwise been acceptable, it is possible that the
resultant cost would be prohibitive, and the necessary medicd attention will not be
avalable. Certainly, any safety benefit from averting the possible consequences of a
stretcher not meeting the dynamic test requirements is moot in this case.

The FAA has also consdered that the use of stretcher islimited, and on a case by case
bass. The exposure to the possibility of an accident on any given flight is therefore less
than for airplanesin generd. Since use of the Stretcher for takeoff and landing islimited
only to those persons whose medica condition dictates travel in that manner, the FAA
does not consider this a precedent setting finding.

With respect to the overall leve of safety, the FAA notes that full compliance with the
requirements of 14 CFR 8§ 25.561 will be demondtrated for the stretcher. In addition,
the remainder of the seatswill fully comply with 8 25.562. Therefore, the primary effect
of the exemption is to dleviate compliance with the injury criteriafor the occupant of the
dretcher itsalf.

In condderation of the foregoing, | find that a grant of exemption isin the public interest, and will
not sgnificantly affect the overal leve of safety provided by the regulations. Therefore,
pursuant to the authority contained in 49 USC 40113 and 44701, formerly

88 313(a) and 601(c) of the Federa Aviation Act of 1958 as amended, delegated to me by the
Adminigrator (14 CFR 11.53), the petition of LifePort, Inc. for exemption from the



requirements of 14 CFR 88 25.562, and 25.785(b), for installation of stretchersis hereby
granted, with the following provison:

Occupancy for takeoff and landing is limited to non-ambulatory persons. Suitable
means to identify this limitation shal be provided as part of the Stretcher type design.

Issued in Renton, Washington, on

Darrell M. Pederson

Acting Manager,

Transport Airplane Directorate,

Aircraft Certification Service, ANM-100



